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Feb. 13. 1702. 
THE 


" ANSWER 
O F | 


Ezh Stamford and Anthony Colebrook,Church- 
wardens of the Pariſh of Port mouth, to 
the Printed Caſe of William Ward, Vi. 
Car of the ſame. 8 


been for the Miniſter and Pariſhioners to chuſe Church- 
wardens joyntly, but when they have diſagreed, the Mini- 
ſter hath choſen one, and the Pariſhioners the other. , 


The Church-wardens ſay, 1ſt, It's true, it hath been always the 
Cuſtom for the Miniſter and Pariſhioners joyntly to chuſe Church- 
wardens, Time immemorial ; but his Predeceſſors did never claim, 
nor did any Cuſtom ever allow him a ſeparate peremptory Right of 
chuſing one Excluſive of, and in Oppoſition to, the whole Pariſh, 
and which of late Years he hath pretended to, which hath occa- 
ſion'd fo many Diſputes and ſo much Diſſatisfaction between him 
and his Pariſhioners. | E 
" 2dly, They ſay, It's a little abſurd that the Miniſter, who by 
the Da of bis Office and Function, ſhould be the Author of, and 
inciter to Reconciliation and good — and yet that - a- 
; | 2 one 


1, T HE Vicar ſays, The «ſua! Way at Portſmouth bath 
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lone through the Perverſneſs of his Temper, is the only Occaſion of 
all the Diſputes that have happened, by declaring againſt the Church- 

wardens choſen by the Pariſhioners, tho they have been Unanimous, 
as they were at the laſt Election; and he, notwithſtanding all the 
Perſwaſive Arguments his beſt Friends could uſe, would not recede, 

| but would, and did Peremptorily name a third Perſon, which gave 
Occaſion to all the Diſputes that have ſince happen'd. 


24h, The Vicar ſays, That on Eaſter-tueſday lat, the Miniſter 
and Pariſhioners could not agree, and that the Miniſter-choſe one Cully- 
more, and the Pariſhioners choſe Stany ford and Colebrook. 


17, They anſwer, It's true, they were then choſen by the Pari- ® || 
ſhioners, but that they know of no Diſagreement, their Election 
| being unanimous, and fign'd by all the Pariſhioners preſent, unleſs 
the Vicar's diſſenting alone be accounted ſuch, which he did, pe- 
remptorily naming Mark Cullymore for his Church-warden, (as he 
call'd him) not one of the Pariſhioners joyning with him, or ſo 
much as acquieſcing therein. 5 | 
The Church-wardens ſay, zaly, That before Mr. Ward became Vi- 
car of this Pariſh, the Pariſhioners were wholly Strangers to ſuch 
Diſagreements, there having never been (that ever they heard of) 
any Diſagreement in the Election of Church- wardens in Mr. Hea- 
ther (his Predeceſſor's) Days, but always Friendly and Unanimous. 


3dly, The Vicar ſays, That Mr. Arch-deacon Brideoke, at his Vſi- | 
tation at Petersfield, in May 1709, ſwore thoſe choſen only by the Pa- 
rifhioners. | 


1, The Church-wardens in anſwer thereto ſay, It's true, they were 
{worn at that time, but not without all the Oppoſition the Vicar 
could make; for Mr. Arch-deacon proceeded with all the Caution 

2 | imaginable, by ſwearing and examining Witneſſes (who were Per- 
i ſons of undoubted Reputation) touching the Cuſtom of their Ele- 
| tion ;. but particularly, concerning a reciprocal Agreement made 
at the Election of Mr. John Cripps and Mr. John Edmonds for Church- 

wardens, in Eaſter-week, 1708, they being both Sides - men the 
Year before, and immediate Predeceſſors to the preſent, whereby 
it was unanimouſly agreed by the Miniſter and Pariſhioners, that 
W | * 1 as 
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they would then, and all ſucceeding Elections, chuſe ſuch Perſons 


for Sides-men, as were proper for, and ſhould hereafter be choſen 


Church- wardens for the Year enſuing, and accordingly they then 


_ Choſe Ely Stanyford and Anthony Colebrooke (the preſeut Church- 


wardens) for Sides- men, with Reſolutionthat they ſhould ſucceed to 
the Churchwardenſhip the Year following, at which time Mr. Ward 
was ſo well pleas'd, that he publickly declar'd he was very glad fo 
_ an Expedient was found out to make himſelf and the Pariſh 
- 2aly, That all this was fully prov'd before Mr. Arch deacon, but 
Mr. Ward deſir*d, that he might be ſworn, and offer'd to ſwear, that 
ſuch Agreement was never made, (if Mr, Arch deacon had been as 
ready to Adminiſter as he to Take the ſaid Oath) tho' quickly after 
(not an Hour) when ask'd, How be could ſay, there was no ſuch Agree - 
ment? (having not Strength again to deny) ſaid, If any ſuch Agree- 
ment was, it was not under Hand and Seal, but only Verbal, and that he 
was not bound thereby. If every honeſt Man ought to keep to his Word, 
Promiſe or Agreement, certainly the Prieſt (if not for Conſcience- 
ſake, yet conſidering how pernicious an Example of this kind may 


LY 


de in him) ſhould not recede from fo Publick and Notorious an A- 


greement as this was, and that after a full Hearing on both Sides, 
Mr. Arch deacon ſwore them accordingly. 


athly, Mr. Ward ſays, he AppeaPd in due Form to his Dioceſan, 


and Sentence was given in his Lordſhip's Court, that Cullymore choſen 


by the Vicar, and not Colebrooke, was legally choſen. | 
15, They Anſwer thereto, That it's true Mr. Ward did Appeal, 


and that on that Appeal, they were cited into the Conſiſtory- 
Court at Winton, and Inbibited from acting in any reſpects as 


Church-wardens, to which they readily yielded all due Obſer- 
vance and Obedience, 5 | 

2dly, That during their being Inhibited, which was many Weeks, 
they (being Defendants) did do all that in them lay to bring the 
Matter to a ſpeedy Determination, and did prove by aatient Right, 
as alſo by the Joyat Agreement above wention'd, the Legality and 
Juſtice of their EleRion ; notwithſtanding which the Court was 


pleaſed to adhere only to the 89th Cannon, which in their Opi- 


nion gave the Vicar a Peremptory Right to chuſe one Church- war- 


den, 
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ded; and accordingly without regard to the ancient Cuſtom or 


preceeding Agreements, gave Sentence in fayour of Mr. Ward, 
3dly, That his own Attorney, by Letters under his own Hand 


to Mr. Imber, Proctor for the preſent Church - wardens, in the 


Year 1703, occaſion'd by a Diſpute of this kind, when he appear d 
in behalf of the Pariſhioners, and ſtrenuouſly oppoſed Mr. Ward's 
Peremptory Right, did then ſay in the ſaid Letters, That neither 
Mr. Ward or his Predeceſſors ever had or could pretend to Claim 
any ſuch Right; which doubtleſs he was well aſſured of, having 
been very converſant with all the Books, Records, and Cuſtoms of 
the Pariſh for many Years paſt. N 5 


$thly, The Vicar ſays, Stanyford end Colebrooke, brought an Ap- 
peal, which is now depending in the Arches, _ PN 


15, The Church. wardens own, That immediately after Sentence, 
or as ſoon as twas poſſible they did Appeal from the ſaid Sentence 
to the Arches; being as they conceived bound in Duty, and in 
diſcharge of the Truſt repoſed in them by the: whole Pariſh, not 
calmly to give up the Rights of the Pariſh , when a farther 
Recourſe might be had for preſerving the ſame: The doing 
of which having been ſince well approved by the Pariſh at a 
general Meeting thereof, in a full Veſtry, by whom they were im- 
power'd to bring the Matter in Diſpute to a full Iſſue, either at 
Common-Law, or otherwiſe, as Councel learn'd in the Law ſhould 


- adviſe, in order to prevent the like Diſputes for the future. 


- 2dly, They ſay, They did not remove the Cauſe into the Arches; 
with any deſign to try the ſame there, but in Order to gain time (it 
being in the long Vacation when Sentence was given) being ad- 
vis'd to move the ſame by Prohibition to Common-Law, where the 
Cuſtom, the Agreement, and their Election might come fairly be- 
fore a Jury, and no ſuch Writ of Prohibition being to be obtained 
out of Term. 

34ly, That tho' the Vicar affirms in his Caſe, the ſaid Appeal 
brought into the Arches, is now depending (that's wrong) for 
there was an Injunction granted from the Chancery, to ſtop the 


in in the Arches, which Injunction was founded on the 


Bill in Chancery brought againſt him; and how that came to be 
brought, will hereafter appear. 


6thy, 
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6thly, The Vicar ſays, That the 4th of July 1709, Stanyford and 
Colebrooke, cauſed Mr. Ward to be arreſted in an Action of Trover, 
Damage 1501, as they pretended, for having in his Poſſeſſion the Church- 
plate and Linnen; and, for want of giving a Bail- Bond with Sureties, of 
the Penalty of 300 1. they ſent him to Wincheſter-Goal, where he was 
detained about 14 Days, and then was diſcharg' d by Super ſedeas. 


1 f, To this they Anſwer, That they quickly after they were 
Sworn, did in a modeſt Manner wait on Mr. Ward, and deſired to 
have the Books and Records, or what elſe he had in his Cuſtody 
K belonging to the Pariſh, brought to, and be kept in the Church, per- 
ſuant to the 5oth Cannon; but inſtead of a civil Return he told 
them, He did not know them to be Church-wardens, nor would 
he give them any Satisfaction therein, and tho' they waited on 
him ſeveral times, and demanded the ſame before they were Inhi- 
bited, they could not get any Satisfaction from him, or indeed any 
return but Bilingſgate : They alſo had began to make an Inventory 
of all the Church-plate, Pulpit, and Communion-Cloths, and Cuſhi- 
ons, Books, Regiſters, and all other Ornaments and Utenſils be- 
longing to the Church, which after they had made a Progreſs 
therein, Mr. Ward convey'd away, and would not, nor ever did, 
return the ſame again, tho? often demanded. 
| 2dly, That in order to recover the Regiſter, with other Books 
and Records, with any other Ornaments or Utenſils, which were 
then in his Hands, and ſtill are, for ought they know; they were ad- 
, viſed to, and did bring an Action for the ſame (Damage 1501.) a 
[ ſmall Sum for the Church-Linnen, Palpit, and Communion Cloths, 
- and Cuſhions, together with the Books of the Pariſhes Cuſtoms, 
© Orders and Accounts, and particularly the Regiſter-Book, of an 
j- unknown Value. 1 : | 
d .. 3dly, They ſay, They were not agaiaſt the Vicar's giving mode- 
rate Bail, but would readily have accepted any that reaſonably. 


al could have been offer d, but being arreſted in the time of the Free- 
or Mart, he fancied himſelf protected thereby ; and therefore, thro? 
he an obſtinate Temper, or ill Advice, declared he would give no 
he Bail, but would go to Goal, and that he did not doubt but to re- 
be cover 3 l. an Hour for the whole Time he was detained ; he conti- 

| nud ſo long in the ſame obſtinate Temper, that the Return of the 
bly, 9 | * Writ. 
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Writ was expired, and then was obliged to go thither in good 
Athh, That their Attorney was ſo far from ſtanding to the Rigour 
of the Proceedings at Law, that he conſented to the Bail, before 
any Super ſedeas was granted for the Vicar's Diſcharge, and that the 
ſaid Attorney was ſo far from running Matters to a heighth, that he 
deliver'd his Declaration before any Superſedeas was allow'd by the 
Sheriff, nor is the Super ſedeas yet allow'd. 


7thly, The Vicar ſays, That they (meaning the Church. warden) 
exhibired Articles against Mr, Ward, in the Biſhop's Court at Win- 
cheſter, and there proceeded again#t him for Crimes ſuppoſed to be done by 
him, many Tears paſt, which they have not as yet given any legal Proof of 
(rho? they have produced many Witneſſes.) 


| 1ſt, That the Church-wardens ſay, and own, They have exhibited 
Articles againſt Mr. Ward in the Biſhop's Court at Wincheſter, and 
have proceeded againſt him therein ( not for ſuppoſed Crimes 
as he Infnuates,but) for real Crimes; many of which are of a very 
deep Dye, and by him committed not many Years ſince, and ſome 
not many Months, though length of Time ſince Crimes committed 
doth but little extenuate the ſame, when inſtead of Repentance and 
Amendment, the ſame is by him rather repeated, and then juſti- 
7 
fy'd. 
a 24ly, That the Crimes for which he is proſecuted, is for refuſing 
or wilfully neglecting to Baptiſe Infants at the Point of Death, and 
which have dy'd without that Holy Ordinance, when ke has had 
timely. Notice thereof, and have been intreated thereto, | 
3dly, For actually refuſing to bury a Corpſe that was brought to 
the Church-yard,to be Interred, though he had legal Notice thereof; 
nay, he himſelf was at the Houſe of Mourning and had Gloves 
there, and yet would not ſtay for the ſame : But when the Corpſe 
was at the Church-yard, the Father of the Child went to Mr. Ward, 
and intreated him to bury the ſame, but to no Purpoſe (though 
then but ſix a Clock in the Evening; ) he was oblig d to carry it 
Home again, and provide a ſecond time for the Funeral. T | 
4'hly, For refuſing to marry a Couple who had been legally Askt, 
or Bans three times Publiſhed, without ſuch Exorbitant Fees, which 
comes but little ſhort of the Charge of a Licenſe, and which the 


Poor 


G 


Poor Man at that time could not raiſe, ſo that the Man and his in- 
tended Wife lived together in Adultery, during her Life, which 
was not long. The Man had, when he put in the Bas, paid 35. 
6 d. to the Clark, who told him 2 5. 6 d. was to go towards his 
Marriage, and yet could not have it Conſummated, without paying 
115, more; he offer'd to give Mr. Ward 2 5. 64. more, beſides 


the 35. 6 d. already paid, if he would give only a Certificate that 


he was legally Askt, but that could not be granted neither, he in- 


. r to have been married elſe where, if he could have obtain'd 
* | 


+ gtbly, That Mr. Ward was pleaſed to ſay in a vaunting Manner, 


to ſeveral worthy Gentlemen at Wickham, that-his Pariſhioners did 


him a Pleaſure by their Diſputes with him, for that he uſed to go 
to Tunbridge in the Summer and ſpend 30 or 40 /. but that they had 


now found him Diverfion as Agreeable, and altogether as good for. 
his Health, and that he did not value it, for that he had made or im- 


proved his Vicarage to that Degree, that it was 1401 a Year 
more, than when he came firſt to the ſame,. and that he would 
make it ſtill more, in ſpite of them (meaning the Pariſhioners). 
which they cannot conceive can be done any other Way, than by 
Extravagant and exorbitant Exactions on the Poor or meaner ſort 
of People, for the Richer or better ſort will not be impoſed on by 
him. | | 

_ .Gthly, They could inſert a great deal relating to his exorbitant, 
Demands and Exactions, his Behaviour at Funerals and in the Desk, 
with many other things, which is fitter for Oblivion than the Light. 


87h, Mr. Ward ſays, That the 27th of ORober 1709, they exhi- 


bited a Bill in Chancery again#t him, and there got an Injunction to ſtay Pro- 


ceedings in the Arches, and that January the 28th, 1709, ſerved a Rule. 


on this Proctor, from the Court of Queen's- Bench; to ſhew Cauſe why. 


4 Prohibition ſhould not be granted in that Cauſe depending in the Arches, 
Coart (tho they themſelves brought the Appeal.) 


1, The Church-wardens Anſwer, That by the Vicar's own ſhew- 


ing, the Cauſe is not depending in the Arches, by Reaſon. of the In- 
junction, and if the Injunction be diſſolved by his Anſwer ; yet you 


giving. 


may caſily ſee that their Intent is * bring it to Common-Law, by. 


3 3 


C1] 
giving notice of moving for a Prohibition, which may at this pre- 
ſent be done. . . 
A2 2dly, That as to the bringing the Bill in Chancery, the Spiritual 
Buſineſs, and the Common-Law Buſineſs, might have been brought 
to one Hearing, but the Vicar would not conſent to it, ſo the more 
Actions againſt him, the more he ought to blame himſely. 
' gthly, The Vicar ſays, 26th of November, 1709, They deliver 
4 Deelaration to Mr. Biſſell (Mr. Wards Attorney) in Trover for the 
Church-plate, &c. which they had, from the time they became Church- 
Wardens, in their own Cuſtody, and which they have every firf# Sunday in 
the Month produced at the Communion Table (excepting Sunday the 7th 
f Auguſt 1799) when in Contempt of that Holy Ordinance, and thoſe 
well. diſpoſed People that bad prepared to Receive the Sacrament of the Lord's 
Supper, they deny d them and the Vicar the uſe of the Charch-plate and 
Linnen, becauſe of which it could not be Adminiſtred at that time. 


1, To this Paragraph they Anſwer, That they never had any true 
Inventory of the Plate, together with the Pulpit-cloth,Communi- 
on-cloth and Cuſhions, with the other Ornaments and Utenſils be- 
longing to the Church and Pariſhioners,and conſequently know not, 
but there may be Plate in his Cuſtady, as well es other things be- 
Jonging to the Pariſh, but if there be none, it's preſumed that 
may not make or Marr the Declaration, for if on the Tryal none 
be proved, none will be recover'd. | 
2dly, The Church-wardens not delivering the Church-plate for 
the Service of the Communion, intended on the 1ſt Sunday in 
Aga 1709, was not in Contempt of that Holy Ordinance, or 
any that were prepared to Receive the ſame, but in Conformity to 
the Inhibition before that time ſerved on them, by which they - 
were forbid acting as Church-wardens, on pain of Excomunication, 
and well knowning they had to do with a Perſon who lay on the 
Catch with them, and did urge, that a bare ſitting in the Church- 
wardens ſeat,was a breach of the Inhibition; no doubt would readily 
-have call'd the delivering and receiving back the Church-plate, an 


2 c&ing in that Office, and conſequ | 
n uſequently Contemners of the Biſhop 


Wea 


_ rothly, The Vicar ſays, The ſame 26th of November 1709, they 


deliver d another Declaration to Mr, Biſſell for 100 l. ſuppoſed to haue 


been received for their Uſe, on preſumption that the Right to the Chin ch 
and Church- yard, and Dues ariſing from breaking the Ground therein for 
Strangers, is in the.Church-wardens ; they have the like preſumption, - that 
rhe Pulpit is theirs, and threatned to pull the ſame Mr Pa . 
* Perſon ont of it (to whom they gave leave to Preach for Chaplain bs Col- 
Ar. Jones, the Lecturer in the Afternoon) if he pre- lonel Harriſon's 
ſumed to Preach for the Vicar in the Morning; which he Regiment. 
declined, and Mr. Ward preached himſelf. 


1, The Church-wardens ſay, That they are well adviſed that the 
Dues for breaking the Ground for Strangers in-the Church-yard, 
belong to the Pariſh, and conſequently to themſelves in Truſt, 
and they can prove that in Mr. Heather's Life-time, the Church- 


| wardens received and accounted for the ſame ; they think Mr. 


Ward can hardly plead Preſcription for it, the time of his firſt 
aſſuming thoſe Dues in wrong to the Pariſh, being not out of Me- 
mory, and they are adviſed that the proceeding at Common- Law, 
is the readieſt way to recover the ſame. 

2dly, They ſay, That they have as often as they obſerved any 
Strangers, being likely to go into the Pulpit deſired, both Mr. 
Ward and the Parſon. (being a Stranger) to Cofonrm to the goth. 


Cannon, by producing his Licenſe, and to the 524 by ſubſcribing- 


his Name, and which they conceive to be a Duty incumbent on 
them, to demand and ſee done, by virtue of the ſaid Canons; 
but the Vicar inſtead of conforming to the ſame, hath actually 
prevented thoſe that would have conform'd, and what he calls a 
preventing Mr.Cocking's Preaching for him, was only their demand- 


ing to ſee his Licenſe, which it's preſumed he could not then pro- 


duce, which made him decline Preaching at that time, and that he 
did not Preach for Mr. Jones, till he had-produced his Licenſe, and 
ſubſcribed his Name conformable to the Canons above, and 
which was not the ſame Day, but ſometime after. 

3dly, That Mr. Ward did croſs out the Names of Mr. Cocking, 
and another Gentleman, out of the Pariſh-Book, who had con- 
form d to the Canons before mention'd ; and alſo took from them 


the Church-wardens, a ſticht Printed Book, ſet forth by the Ho« 
| B 2. X gourable- 
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nourable and Right Reverend the Biſhop of Winch:fter, contairing 
Inſtructions to the Church: wardeas of his Dioceſs (and others) 
and which was given to their Predeceſſors, at the then Viſitation, 


which ſaid Book though demanded, he refuſed to return, which 
ſeems to them as if he were reſolyed to oppoſe all Diſcipline ia the 


Church. | 


The Vicar ſays, The Proſecution now depending in the Biſhop's 


Court at Wincheſter, the three Suits at Common- Law, and the Bill in 
Chancery (over and beſides the Suit at DoQtors-Commons) are all for one 
and the ſame Matter; and a pretended Veſtry to carry on theſe Proſecuti- 
ons aginſt the Vicar, bath made a Tax on the People; their Expences (as 
the Proſecutors have owned) amount already to about 140 J. 


17, They Anſwer, The Proſecution in the Biſhop's Court is now | 


depending (for Miſdemeanours) which they have already proved 

by ſeveral Affidavits, and doubt not but to make good, when e- 
ver that Matter ſhall be brought to an Iſſue. 

 _ 2dly, In Anſwec to his three Suits at Common-Law, he has ſet 

forth two (but where is the third ?) if the Prohibition be granted, 


then there is no Cauſe in the Arches, neither is there any Cauſe 
in the Arches depending, ſince the Injunction, unleſs it be diſ- 


ſolved. | 


3dly, They ſay in Anſwer to his pretended Veſtry, That they do not 


doubt the Validity of the Veſtry, beiag duly ſummoned by pub- 
lick Notice in Writing, put up at the Church-Doors, the Sunda 

immediately preceeding the ſame; the Vicar refuſing to permit 
either the Clark or Sexton's, giving Notice of the ſame on the Sun - 
day, immediately after Divine Service, as was the Cuſtom hereto- 
fore, but to ſhew, that he would, as much as in him lay, Obſtruct 
ſuch publick Notice, and conſequently the meeting of the Pariſhi- 


oners, he immediately after Morning Service, pulled down and 


carry d a way the ſaid Paper-writing from the Church Doors. 
4tbly, That notwithſtanding the ſaid ObſtruQion, the Pariſhi- 


oners did meet at the Veſtry, at the Tole of the Bell, purſaant to 


the ſaid Notice, wherein they unanimouſly agreed and conſented 


to the Rate then made, and granted to them for defraying the Ex- 
pences at Law or otherwiſe, but don't know who did, or could 


ſay, they had been already at 140 J. Charge in the Proſecution, be- 
ing an Untruth. | 


Sthly, 


as A am Le noe was as toccqte cats... 3 


gibh, That the Vicar has done all that in him lyes, to prevent 


the Pariſhioners piying the ſaid Rate, by going about to many of 
them, and diſſwading them from paying the ſame, under Pretence 
of his having a Letter from the Lord-Biſhop of Winton, farbld- 


ding any to pay; and has told ſeveral, that had already paid, that 
the Church-wardens ſhould be obliged to return them their Money 


again, notwithſtanding the ſaid Rate was allow'd, confirm'd and 


ſign'd by the Biſhop's Surrogate, pF” 


The Vicar ſays, There are many other Occaſional Sacraments in 
the Pariſh-Church of Portſmouth , beſides the monthly , for qualify- 

ing Gentlemen, both of Sea and Land, for their Offices, who are very 
liberal in their Offerings; all which the Church-wardens take to them- 
ſelves, (tho? they do not receive the Sacrament) and diſpoſe. of as they 
2 without the Miniſter's Conſent This (ſays he) may be a main 


= e why there is ſuch Contending for an Office ſo Beneficial and Profi- 
a le. IE | | | 


1ſt, They anſwer, That they make no Diſtintion between the 
Offerings received at the Occaſional Sacraments, and thoſe re- 
ceived at the Monthly, but diſpoſe of all alike to the Uſe intend- 
ed; and that they have often and often ſent to, and deſired, 
the Vicar to be preſent at, and aſliſting in, the Diſpoſal of the 
ſame, which he hath always refuſed or negleQed, and that they 
can at any time render a juſt Account of their Stewardſhip in 
this or any other Truſt repoſed in them by the Pariſh; but ve- 
ry much queſtion whethec the Vicar could give any Satisfaction 
.or Account of all the many and large Sums by him taken of 
the Offering - Moneys for ſeveral Years preceding their coming 
to that Office, if he were called to account for the ſame, they 
being inform'd from very good Hands, that his conſtant Practice 


hath been to take to himſelf largely thereof; and when he hath , 


been asked by the then Church-wardens, How he diſpoſed of 
the ſame, leſt they ſhould give to the ſame Perſons? Inſtead of 
giving any Satisfaction therein, reply'd with warmth, (tho? juſt 


come from Adminiſtring the holy Sacrament) What was that to ä 
them; 1 have a Right to one half thereof. And did never tell 


© : | any 
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9 any preceding Church-warden how he diſpoſed of the ſame, tho? 
the 


ick directs its being diſpoſed of by the Miniſter and 
Chureh-wardens; which they conceive to be joyntly, and not 


240, As to the Office being ſo Beneficial and Profitable, that 


its preſum'd he muſt know beſt, being always Contending with 


the Pariſh to get in his own Creatures or Favourites ; for bein 

ask'd, What he had to object againſt Ely Sranyford and Anthony 
Colebrooke, at the Time of their Election; could make no other 
Anſwer, than that neither of them was for his Turn : and not 
many Years ſince, he ſaid to a Church-warden, Come, let you 


- and I hold together, and we won't value the other Church-war- 


den. What he means by their not being for his Turn, or his 
defiring a certain Church - warden, that they might hold to- 
gether, is not ſo great a Myſtery, but may eaſily be interpre- 


. zaly, They do ſay, Tho' he is pleaſed to ſtigmatize them as 
Fanaticks, they believe they have little Occafion to make any 
Apology for their ſincere and hearty Affection to the Church 
of England; they will boldly ſay in all this Contention they 
have aQed nothing out of Spleen, but all for the Good and Be- 
nefit of the Pariſh, to whom they are accountable ; therefore do 
not ſtrive: or contend for any Profit (to themſelves) but doubts 
not but the Vicar ſtrives and contends for fear of being kept 


out of it. 


The Vicar ſays, in the Cloſe of his Caſe, The oppreſſed Vicar 
does verily believe Mr. Arch - Deacon s not ſwearing Cullimore his 
Church. warden (as he was directed to do by my Lord Biſhop of Win- 
cheſter, «pon Mr. Ward's Complaint) to be the Occaſion of all his 
ſubſequent Troubles. | . 


What relates in this Paragraph to Mr. Arch - Deacon, that 
the Church-wardens will not preſume to anſwer, he being ſuf- 
ficiently able to juſtifie what he did, if it be worth his Trouble : 


Dt as to any ill Uſage or Oppreſſion Mr. Ward hath received 
4 8 


from 


x 2 x "to. 2 \ 


from the Church-wardens or any of their Abettors, that they are ' 
ſtrangers to; but doubts not, if he would ſeriouſly refle&, he 
might eaſily find from whence it ſprang. Wt, 


The Church-wardens farther ſay, That they did very often ſol- 
licit the Vicar to Regiſter on Sundays, after Divine-Service, ac- 
cording to the 7oth Canon, and was a long time before they could 
perſwade him to do it at all, which at laſt they brought him to 

do, but hath ſince been ſvfficiently negleQed by him, tho' often 
importun'd thereto, having not regiſter'd above four times fince 
their being Church-wardens, , 1 LR0Y 


Upon the whole, they appeal and ſubmit themſelves to all im- 
partial and judicious Perſons, who is or hath been the Occaſion of 
theſe Contentions and Proſecutions, > 
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